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Introduction
In the last 50 years new immigrants and their offspring have transformed the racial landscape of the United States. In 2010, Latinos made up almost one-sixth of the total population and recently overtook blacks as the largest non-white minority group. One in twenty are Asian (-American). In addition, a multiracial population is increasingly affirming their own identities. Each of these broad groupings contains considerable ethnic variation, further contributing to the country's growing diversity.
This new ethnic and racial diversity is especially apparent in particular states and large metropolitan areas. One of the noticeable features of this mixture of peoples, however, is that those places where this new diversity is most evident sometimes register persistent levels of racial segregation. Another aspect of these changes is that they are highly uneven geographically. In many states and metropolitan areas, whites remain numerically dominant while others have rapidly diversified. This article seeks to make sense of these trends by analyzing the latest census information from 2010 and comparing these data with those from the two previous decades.
We sketch the changing US racial landscape by nation, state, metropolitan area, and residential neighborhood via an innovative method that allows scholars to evaluate local or regional diversity in the context of changing patterns of racial segregation. While classic measures of neighborhood segregation, such as the index of dissimilarity (D), summarize the distribution of one group relative to that of another group, we use the term "segregation" to indicate the presence of spaces dominated by a single racial or ethnic group. 1 Whether calculated using D or some other method, assessments of neighborhood racial segregation act as a barometer of race relations in society at large.
Reductions in such social geometries can be read as an erosion of white dominance in society or might signal altered racial attitudes. For example, after the 2000 census, scholars puzzled over why black-white dissimilarity remained so stubbornly high and why white-Asian and white-Latino segregation inched up between 1990 and 2000.
Between 2000 and 2010, black-white dissimilarity declined in most large metropolitan areas. White-Latino segregation also dropped in many places, while the picture for white-Asian segregation was more mixed (Frey 2011) .
Our objectives in this brief analysis expand on such baseline measurements to foreground space and scale. We frame the neighborhood racial condition of large metropolitan areas by first analyzing changes in racial structure in the US as a whole, followed by a state-scale analysis, and then provide an evaluation of changes in large metropolitan areas. That context then sets the stage for an analysis at the census-tract scale. We deploy a new taxonomic scheme to identify racial trends, but our project is more than just an exercise in areal (re)classification. We aim to also change the character of the discourse about the geography of racial groups, literally and figuratively. By steering clear of terms like ghetto and enclave, we recognize different types of segregated spaces and different types of diverse places without attaching a value-laden title.
Methods
An entropy measure of place diversity forms the basis of much of our analysis (White 1986 ). One of the standard indexes of evenness, it continues to be a popular choice for scholars (e.g., Farrell and Lee 2011; Wilson 2011 ). E is calculated as:
where pi refers to group i's proportion of a particular area's population. The maximum value of E is the natural log of the number of groups (we use 6) and occurs only when all groups in the analysis are of exactly equal size. Table 1 also includes information about trends in diversity for the 53 largest metropolitan areas in the country 5 and offers another take on the form and pace of demographic change. These metropolitan areas contained 58.4 percent of the nation's population in 2010 and accounted for over 75 percent of the settlement of the foreign born in both 2000 and at decade's end . Despite a slight uptick in rural settlement, immigration continues to be a large metropolitan area phenomenon. As much immigration involves nonwhite populations, these places are at the leading edge of the country's racial dynamics. The geography of these changes is interesting. Table 2 assigns each of the 53 metropolitan areas to one of the four aggregate census regions. The shift away from low diversity white is evident in each region. Table 2 shows that the West and the South already had in 1990 a clear majority of metropolitan areas that we would class as MDW. The "action" takes place in the Northeast and Midwest. In 1990 these regions were home to metropolitan areas that, as a whole, were relatively un-diverse and over What Tables 1 and 2 emerging destinations is "accompanied by increasing spatial balkanization" (Lichter et al. 2010, 206; cf. Ellis and Wright 1998) . The method we use illustrates the both/andness of segregation and diversity in places experiencing dramatic change in their racialmakeup largely due to immigration. New forms of segregation and enhanced diversity are folded together in ways that defy simple characterization, or simplistic metaphor.
Metropolitan Areas
Immigration's role in both racial segregation and diversity deserves the space of a completely separate essay. Suffice it to say that the settlement patterns of immigrants and their offspring help shape racial and ethnic diversity; were immigration to be completely stopped today, the country would still register increases in racial diversity for generations. Latinos, for example, are younger than average and have above average fertility rates. Indeed, births now account for a greater share of Latino population growth in the US than does immigration (Pew Hispanic Center 2011). Driven by declines in immigration from Mexico, the overall immigration rate has fallen recently, and if some in Congress get their way, we could see rates drop further. Continued immigration, at any pace, will only add to our growing diversity; as will marriage and partnerships that cross racial/ethnic lines. (Time will tell whether this results in a larger proportion of the population claiming to be "mixed".)
How all this unfolds depends in part on future racial classifications (e.g., Bonilla Silva 2010). We certainly should be prepared for a racial and ethnic taxonomy that bears only a partial reflection of what we use today (Ellis 2001) . Discussions of new blends or racial and ethnic hybridity perhaps should take a back seat to the more pressing question of whether in the future racial and ethnic data will even be gathered in samples large enough for analysis of the sort in this paper. There is a real and present danger, from many points along the political spectrum, that race data will no longer be collected or be only amassed in an attenuated form (Ellis 2009 ). As Canada is actively trying to "kill" its census (Shearmur 2010) , the US may follow suit sooner rather than later.
This article begins to identify a set of projects built on census data and designed around the basic idea that racial segregation and diversity not only co-exist but also can coevolve in the same locations. Places can be both diverse and segregated. It also features the key role large metropolitan areas play in most patterns of change. We must ask:
"what are our racial futures?" We should also ask: "where are our racial futures?" The second question is easier to answer than the first. They are in big cities where immigrants and their descendants cluster. We therefore conclude by hoping we have the data to tell the story of future transformations of these places and that we do so in rich, polyvocal, and nuanced ways that move beyond the either/or perspective of segregation and diversity toward positions that foreground the "both/and-ness" of segregation and diversity.
Notes
1 See also Wilson (2011) . The semantic association of racial dominance and segregation makes sense at the neighborhood scale but not at greater geographic scales. Maine is not "segregated" because it is predominantly white. It is just predominantly white. 2 For our computations, we calculated Ej based on individuals in 6 racialized groups (white, black, American Indian, Asian and Pacific Islander, "Other Race" plus Latino/as). Our racial groups reflect what was observable in the 1990 Census, with definitions from the 2000 and 2010 censuses conforming to that baseline. Thus, the "Asian and Pacific Islander" category is a combination of two categories on the 2000 Census that mirrors the 1990 classification of Asian and Pacific Islander. Similarly, we aggregated Asian Indians, Chinese, Filipinos, Other Asians, Japanese, Koreans, Vietnamese, Native Hawaiians, Guamanians or Chamorros, Samoans, and Other Pacific Islanders from 2010 into "Asian and Pacific Islander". Further, we allocated individuals reporting multiple racial categories in 2000 and 2010 to single racial categories using minority-preference proportional weighting. Specifically, we used the whole-race assignment method -Largest Group Other than White -recommended by the Office of Management and Budget. 3 We defined "low diversity" tracts as having scaled entropy values less than or equal to 0.3707 and one group constituting over 80 percent of the population of the spatial unit. 0.3707 > E > .7414 define "moderately diverse" areas. In "highly diverse" places, no one group has more than 45 percent of the population, that the largest two groups have a combined percentage of no more than 80 percent of the total population, and E>.7414 (which insures that the third and fourth ranking groups have meaningful representation). See Holloway et al. (2012) and Wright et al. (2011) for details. 4 Our decision to use the whole-race assignment method to build neighborhood populations sidelines any analysis of multiracial populations. 5 That is, those metropolitan areas with populations over 1 million in 2010. All metropolitan areas were aligned to their 2000 boundaries. 6 Aligned to 2000 boundaries. We dropped from subsequent analysis any tract that had a population less than 50. 7 The total number of tracts involved in these transitions (1114, or 1.72 percent) is not very large, especially as compared to the tracts that transitioned out of the LDW category. Table 1 Figure 1 
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